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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is in response to amendments received on December 10, 2004. 



Drawings 

2. After consideration of the amendments made to Fig. 2 to include a -Prior art- 
legend, the Examiner has withdrawn the objection to the drawings. 

Claim Objections 

3. After consideration of the amendments made to claim 27, to correct a minor 
error, the Examiner has withdrawn the objection to claim 27. 



4. Claims 9, 10, 39, and 40, are objected to because of the following 
informalities: Claims 9, 10, 39, and 40 depend on cancelled claims. In order for the 
Examiner to advance prosecution, the Examiner has interpreted claims 9 and 10, as 
being dependent upon independent claim 1, and claims 39 and 40 as being dependent 
upon independent claim 31 . Appropriate correction is required. 



Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed December 10, 2004 have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. Applicant argued that: 
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a) Fletcher does not disclose or suggest to modify synchronization rules to 
order the data transmitted to a mobile terminal; 

b) Fletcher does not disclose or suggest to transmit emails to a mobile 
terminal before transmitting web pages to the mobile terminal based on 
synchronization rules derived from monitoring a user's preference in 
viewing the synchronization data; 

c) Fletcher does not disclose or suggest a mobile terminal comprising a 
terminal controller for monitoring a user's operation of the mobile terminal 
in order to modify synchronization rules; 

d) Fletcher does not disclose or suggest to transmit modified synchronization 
rules from a mobile terminal to a target computer; and, 

e) Fletcher does not disclose or suggest that the mobile terminal processes 
the modified synchronization rules to control the exchange of 
synchronization data between the mobile terminal and the target 
computer. 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Regarding item a), Fletcher clearly discloses modifying synchronization rules to 
have messages that a user requests most frequently to be transmitted to a mobile 
terminal (i.e. messages marked as "Urgent"), col. 9, lines 24-26. In the teachings of 
Fletcher a user synchronizes a mobile terminal to target computer in order to access 
various types of messages, col. 9, lines 16-18. After determining the types of messages 
that a user requests most frequently, default message synchronization is implemented, 
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col. 9, lines 41-47. This means that a user will always view preferred or important 
information (i.e. "Urgent messages") first. Information that is only occasionally 
requested will have to be requested for by the user thereafter, col. 9, lines 18-26. Thus, 
it is inherent in the teachings of Fletcher that synchronization rules are modified to order 
the data transmitted to a mobile terminal. 

Regarding item b), Fletcher discloses transmitted emails and web pages to a 
mobile terminal, col. 9, lines 54-61 . Thus the teachings of Fletcher provide a means for 
transmitting emails to a mobile terminal before transmitting web pages to the mobile 
terminal based on synchronization rules derived from monitoring a user's preference in 
viewing the synchronization data, for the reasons previously discussed. 

Regarding item c), in col. 6, lines 34-46, Fletcher merely mentions that the filter 
logic can be integrated with code of the server application. In this passage, Fletcher 
fails to mention specific details concerning the structure of the mobile terminal with 
respect to the monitors. Nevertheless, Fletcher does teach that alternative approaches, 
with regards to the architecture shown in Fig. 4, may be used without deviating from the 
inventive concepts of the invention, col. 12, lines 6-9. In the teachings of Fletcher it is 
suggested that a mobile terminal comprises a terminal controller for monitoring a user's 
operation of the mobile terminal in order to modify synchronization rules in col. 4, lines 
8-32, and col. 10, lines 28-38. Here it would be necessary for a terminal to comprise a 
controller in order to monitor "workstation characteristics" and "user behavior patterns". 

Regarding item d), as mentioned previously, Fletcher teaches the filter logic 
being integrated with code of the target server application, col. 6, lines 34-46. In col. 10, 
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lines 28-38, Fletcher teaches a user, or system administrator, submitting rules to the 
filter engine 400, where the filter logic resides. Thus it is inherent that synchronization 
rules are transmitted to the target computer/server from a mobile terminal. 

Regarding item e), Fletcher teaches the workstation (mobile computer) 10 
comprising a microprocessor 12 that processes programming code that embodies the 
invention, col. 6, lines 6-10. As mentioned previously, a user of, or a system 
administrator at, the mobile computer submits rules to a filter engine 400. These rules 
control the exchange of synchronization data between the mobile terminal and the 
target computer, col. 10, lines 28-38. 

Furthermore, the Examiner has interpreted the claim language as broadly as 
possible. It is also the Examiner's position that Applicant has not yet submitted claims 
drawn to limitations, which define the operation and apparatus of Applicant's disclosed 
invention in a manner that distinguishes over the prior art. 

Failure for Applicant to significantly narrow definition/scope of the claims implies 
the Applicant intends broad interpretation be given to the claims. The Examiner has 
interpreted the claims with scope parallel to the Applicant in the response and reiterated 
the need for Applicant to define the claimed invention more clearly and distinctly. 
Accordingly the references supplied by the examiner in the previous office action covers 
the claimed limitations. The rejections are thus sustained. Applicant is requested to 
review the prior art of record for further consideration. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) The invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1, 3, 5, 7, 9-11, 16, 18, 20, 22-26, 31, 33, 35, 37, and 39-41, are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Fletcher et al. (hereinafter 
Fletcher), U.S. Patent 6,138,156 (supplied by applicant). 

8. In considering claims 1,16, and 31, Fletcher teaches a method and computer 
program for remotely synchronizing a mobile terminal to a target computer, the mobile 
terminal comprising a local memory (28) and a screen (24) the method and computer 
program comprising the steps of: Providing a set of synchronization rules comprising 
ordering and filtering rules, monitoring a user's operation of the mobile terminal, 
executing a computer program for adapting the ordering and filtering rules in response 
to the user's operation of the mobile terminal to generate a modified set of 
synchronization rules, and exchanging synchronization data between the target 
computer and the mobile terminal using the modified set of synchronization rules, and 
storing synchronized data in the local memory of the mobile terminal, (col. 3, lines 66- 
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67, col. 4, lines 1-32, also see Fig. 1); the synchronization data comprising a first data 
and a second data, the step of monitoring a user's operation of the mobile terminal 
comprising the step of monitoring the user's preference in viewing data, and if the step 
of monitoring the user's operation indicates a preference for viewing the first data before 
viewing the second data, the computer program adapting the ordering and filtering rules 
such that the first data are received by the mobile terminal before the second data. See 
col. 9, lines 15-61. 

9. In considering claims 3, 18, and 33, it is inherent that the teachings of 
Fletcher comprise the step of transmitting the modified set of synchronization rules from 
the mobile terminal to the target computer. See col. 10, lines 28-38. 

10. In considering claims 5, 20, and 35, Fletcher teaches the target computer 
using the modified set of synchronization rules to configure a synchronization program 
executed by the target computer. See col. 7, lines 14-19. 

1 1 . In considering claims 7, 22, and 37, Fletcher teaches the mobile terminal 
processing the modified set of synchronization rules to control the exchange of 
synchronization data between the mobile terminal and the target computer. See col. 6, 
lines 6-22. 
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12. In considering claims 9, 24, and 39, it is inherently capable, in the method and 
computer program taught by Fletcher, for the first data to comprise emails, and the 
second data to comprise web pages. See col. 9, lines 1 5-61 . 

13. In considering claims 10, 25, and 40, it is inherently capable, in the method 
and computer program taught by Fletcher, for the first data to comprise a first web page, 
and the second data to comprise a second web page. See col. 9, lines 1 5-61 . 

14. In considering claims 1 1 , 26, and 41 , Fletcher teaches the step of monitoring 
a user's operation of the mobile terminal comprising the step of identifying data of 
interest to the user, and the computer program adapting the ordering and filtering rules 
so that web pages related to the data of interest are received by the mobile terminal. 
See col. 9, lines 15-61. 

15. In considering claim 23, Fletcher teaches the synchronization data comprising 
a first data and a second data, the step of monitoring a user's operation of the mobile 
terminal comprising the step of monitoring the user's preference in viewing data, and if 
the step of monitoring the user's operation indicates a preference for viewing the first 
data before viewing the second data, the computer program adapting the ordering and 
filtering rules such that the first data are received by the mobile terminal before the 
second data. See col. 9, lines 15-61. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

16. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

17. Claims 2, 4, 6, 12-15, 17, 19, 21, 27-30, 32, 34, 36, and 42-45, are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fletcher in view of Kalish et al. 
(hereinafter Kalish), U.S. Patent Pub. No. 2002/0116472. 

18. In considering claims 2, 17, and 32, although the disclosed method and 
computer program of Fletcher shows substantial features of the claimed invention, they 
fail to expressly disclose: 

a) Displaying the synchronized data while concurrently receiving 
synchronization data from the target computer. 
Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor, Kalish teaches a method and system 
for pushing content to mobile devices comprising: 

a) Displaying synchronized data on the screen of a mobile terminal while 
concurrently receiving synchronization data from a target computer using 
a set of synchronization rules, (page 3, paragraph 37, also see Fig. 4). 
Thus, given the teachings of Kalish, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Fletcher in order to show the step of 
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displaying synchronized data on the screen of the mobile terminal while concurrently 
receiving synchronization data from the target computer using the modified set of 
synchronization rules. Doing so would have demonstrated a means for transparently 
optimizing communication between the mobile terminal and the target computer by 
minimizing access latency, Fletcher page 3, paragraph 40. 

1 9. In considering claims 4, 1 9, and 34, it is implicit that the teachings of Fletcher 
comprise the step of transmitting the modified set of synchronization rules from the 
mobile terminal to the target computer. See col. 10, lines 28-38. 

20. In considering claims 6, 21 , and 36, Fletcher teaches the target computer 
using the modified set of synchronization rules to configure a synchronization program 
executed by the target computer. See col. 7, lines 14-19. 

21. In considering claims 12, 27, and 42, although the disclosed method and 
computer program of Kalish shows substantial features of the claimed invention, they 
fail to expressly disclose: 

a) Receiving a plurality of web pages associated with a user's monitored 
progression though a path of linked web pages. 
Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor, Kalish teaches a method and system 
for pushing content to mobile devices comprising: 
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a) Monitoring a user's progression through a path of linked web pages while 
browsing an Internet web site on-line, adapting a ordering and filtering rule 
based on the user's progression through the path of linked web pages, 
and receiving a plurality of web pages associated with the path, the web 
pages for display on the screen of a mobile terminal, (page 3, paragraph 
37, also see Fig. 4). 
Thus, given the teachings of Kalish, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Fletcher in order to show the steps of 
monitoring a user's progression through a path of linked web pages while browsing an 
Internet web site on-line, adapting an ordering and filtering rule based on the user's 
progression through the path of linked web pages, and receiving a plurality of web 
pages associated with the path, the web pages for display on the screen of a mobile 
terminal. This would have demonstrated a means for transparently optimizing 
communication between the mobile terminal and the target computer while minimizing 
access latency to a plurality of web pages, Fletcher page 3, paragraph 40. 

22. In considering claims 13, 28, and 43, Kalish teaches the plurality of web 
pages received by the mobile terminal comprising web pages linked to the path. See 
page 3, paragraph 37. Also see Fig. 4. One of ordinary skill in the art would combine 
the teachings of Fletcher with Kalish for the reasons indicated in consideration of claims 
12, 27, and 42. 
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23. In considering claims 14, 29, and 44, Kalish teaches the synchronization rules 
comprising a link-depth identifying a maximum depth of linked pages extending from the 
path to include in the plurality of web pages received by the mobile terminal. See page 
3, paragraph 39. One of ordinary skill in the art would combine the teachings of 
Fletcher with Kalish for the reasons indicated in consideration of claims 12, 27, and 42. 

24. In considering claims 15, 30, and 45, the method and computer program 
taught by Fletcher are implicitly capable of comprising the steps for: the user enabling 
the monitoring of the progression through the path of linked web pages, and the user 
disabling the monitoring of the progression through the path of linked web pages. See 
col. 10, lines 28-38. 

Conclusion 

25. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

26. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Hassan Phillips whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3940. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on (571 ) 272-3939. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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